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Outside the classroom, Geoff has been a

four-year member of the St. Francis DeSales
Marching Bank. In his senior year, Geoff is the
leader of the percussion section. In addition,
Geoff has demonstrated his dedication and
commitment to excellence by obtaining his
Eagle Scout ranking with the Boy Scouts of
America. He has also been a Scout patrol
leader and summer camp counselor.

Mr. Speaker, at this point, I would ask my
colleagues to stand and join me in paying spe-
cial tribute to Geoffrey Earnhart. Out service
academies offer the finest education and mili-
tary training available anywhere in the world.
I am sure that Geoff will do very well at West
Point, and I wish him much success in all of
his future endeavors.
f
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Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
commemorate the founding of The Sisters of
St. Francis of Assisi, a congregation that is
celebrating its 150th anniversary this year.

In 1849, thirteen secular Franciscans emi-
grated from Bavaria to establish a religious
order to meet the education needs of German
immigrants in Milwaukee. As such, The Sisters
of St. Francis of Assisi are the first Third
Order regular Franciscan congregation found-
ed in the United States.

Over the years the work of the congregation
has extended to virtually every walk of life and
touched countless thousands through min-
istries of healing, teaching, reconciliation and
liberation.

The congregation is involved in diverse min-
istries, which include: Making affordable hous-
ing units available through Canticle Court and
Juniper Court, promoting undergraduate and
graduate education at the renown Cardinal
Stritch University, making affordable rental
units available to non-profit groups through the
Marian Center, and offering community-based
care for all ages through the innovative work
at the St. Ann Center for Intergenerational
Care. In addition, ministries are maintained by
the congregation throughout the U.S. and Tai-
wan through St. Colett’s organizations in Wis-
consin, Illinois and Massachusetts. And, a col-
laborative relationship is maintained with a
Franciscan congregation in Cameroon, West
Africa.

In all, nearly 350 Sisters and 75 Associates
promote the mission of the congregation in
areas of education, pastoral ministry in par-
ishes, hospitals and nursing homes, music
ministry, elder housing and day care service to
those with developmental challenges, and vol-
unteer work of all kinds.

In the last week of July, The Sisters of St.
Francis of Assisi will bring its mission to tele-
vision in a series of public education mes-
sages called, ‘‘We are Franciscans with a Fu-
ture.’’ On Sunday, May 30 the 150th celebra-
tion will culminate with the May Crowning and
on Open House.

Then, in August, another celebration will
take place with two other congregations who

share the same roots of foundation: The Fran-
ciscan Sisters of Perpetual Adoration from La
Crosse, Wisconsin, and The Franciscan Sis-
ters of the Eucharist from Meriden, Con-
necticut. In addition, some 35 friends and pa-
rishioners from parish church in Ettenbeuren,
Bavaria will join the celebration. They will also
visit the motherhouses of all three religious
congregations.

Mr. Speaker, it is with immense pride and
gratitude that I commemorate The Sisters of
St. Francis of Assisi on its jubilee anniversary
and the wonderful contributions the congrega-
tion has made to the spiritual, academic, and
temporal quality of life in communities close to
home and around the world.
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Mr. POMBO. Mr. Speaker, it is rare for both
Houses of Congress to reach an agreement—
fully bipartisan legislation. The Food Quality
Protection Act (FQPA) was enacted in this
manner in 1996. This bill eliminated the fa-
mous Delaney Clause for residues in raw and
processed foods—replacing it with a scientific,
rational standard of ‘‘reasonable certainty of
no harm.’’ Food, agricultural and consumer in-
terests, as well as the pesticide industry saw
the passage of FQPA as an opportunity to as-
sure that sound science is paramount in
EPA’s determinations on the use of chemicals
on crops, in homes and for public health con-
cerns. FQPA required the EPA to establish
scientific, rational, sound and reasonable
standards.

Mr. Speaker, sound science is what the au-
thors intended and expected. This is what
Congress wanted—sound science as the
rule’s foundation. Further, the new law pro-
vided an additional safety factor to protect in-
fants and children, and new ways of assessing
pesticide benefits and risks. This is something
Congress fully supported and continues to
support. Despite strong congressional support,
implementing the law at the regulatory level
has been a very difficult and unnecessarily
complex process.

In fact, only a few months after the law was
passed, the FQPA implementation process
broke down. Members of Congress voiced
their concern. The problems were so great
and concerns from America’s agricultural in-
dustry so substantial that Vice President Gore
sent a memorandum to both the Department
of Agriculture and the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency on April 8, 1998. This memo-
randum laid out the White House’s plan for
putting FQPA’s implementation on the right
track.

The White House’s plan for FQPA imple-
mentation contained four basic principles:
sound science in protecting pubic health, regu-
latory transparency, reasonable transition for
agriculture, and consultation with the public
and other agencies. America’s agricultural and
urban pest control community supported the
Vice President’s approach.

Mr. Speaker, now, a year after the White
House got directly involved in FQPA’s imple-

mentation process, it remains derailed. It has
become clear to me that Congress must again
revisit this issue. It is my humble hope, we
can revisit FQPA the way we left it, in a bipar-
tisan spirit of cooperation.

Mr. Speaker, Congress wanted a law to
eliminate the scientifically inadequate and out-
dated Delaney Clause. What Congress and
the Nation got was much worse. In fact, the
EPA has failed to provide scientifically sound
guidance to the regulated community. The
EPA’s approach follows a path toward great
economic harm for agricultural producers and
pest outbreaks causing diseases concerns for
urban and suburban communities it is an ap-
proach that is without a scientific foundation.

Farmers, the food industry, pest control in-
terests, and many others are understandably
concerned. Americans want and deserve a
fair, workable implementation of the bipartisan
law. Americans want and deserve rules that
are based on real information and sound
science. Americans want and deserve rules
that follows the Vice President’s stated goals.
Americans want and deserve rules that fit
FQPA’s requirements.

In order to achieve these results, I along
with Mr. TOWNS, Mr. CONDIT and Mr. BOYD
have introduced ‘‘The Regulatory Fairness and
Openness Act of 1999.’’ This legislation main-
tains the strong safety standards established
by FQPA. This bill simply establishes a sci-
entific-based process for implementing the law
which will be based on sound, peer reviewed
science and open for public review. Further, it
ensures that agricultural producers across the
country, who are already facing tough times,
will not be adversely impacted by loss of crop
protection tools because the EPA failed to use
good science in reviewing crop protection
tools under the new standards of FQPA. It will
also ensure the consumers’ food supply and
food quality will not be affected by incomplete
and faulty data.

MY LEGISLATION ACCOMPLISHES THE FOLLOWING

The Regulatory Fairness and Openness Act
of 1999 lays out the problems that the EPA
has faced over the last few years in imple-
menting the law. In many cases, the EPA sim-
ply does not know what to do because the sci-
entific protocols for assessing certain crop pro-
tection products under the new law have not
been developed. Further, it highlights the ex-
treme negative consequences if the law is im-
plemented improperly. For example,
organophosphate insecticides are used on 70
percent of the acres treated in the United
States and are used to control of vector in-
sects that spread diseases. If the EPA con-
tinues on their current path, many of these
products could be lost. Farmers will be left
without replacement products and exposed to
major losses due to pest outbreaks. Con-
sequently, this will lead to either a shortage of
quality produce or increase in import from
countries where their farmers do not follow our
stringent guidelines. It will also limit the ability
of agencies to control vector insects, thus
causing health risks for millions of Americans.

This legislation will require the EPA to per-
form a simple ‘‘transition analysis’’ on products
before releasing any information about the
safety of the product to the public or making
final tolerance decisions. If the transition anal-
ysis determines that the Administrator is using
assumptions when existing data makes the
use of the assumption unnecessary or is using
worst case estimates, anecdotal, unverified, or
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